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I should never have apolcen as J did alx>ut the (shl) c-h-i-g^g^e^r-o* Tuny 
have gotten their revenge# But like the not ill wind that wormed tbirigs up so after 
their normal departure for the yeoTf without which I*d not have been ftloating about 
w2iat the absence of chiggers enbaled me to dOt maybe some (jood will come of it. 

Wheter or not there weis cliiggur surveillance I ttiink tJiat wayoe wc have svidance 
of the ?bl*B# 

This little :iade sleep impossible# kir^t I lacT awake aiici then 1 got up# 

While layinuv awake It cammed o*3 ne# 

f*aybe the FBI wnrlra jr< only strange wayif, but i^; ;i;ic rcther I noted 

in lAy api)oal to dheat for neCreight to send the Baltimore and Los Angeles records to 
you when I filed the epperla and I have no Pk case in court# I’nybe it was not strange 
for th*e F'il for there to bo no s^clficntian of the requont or the npp^;fiLl, iis I cilso 
noted, instinctively# not aftsr deco thou/^ht# I treated it as in res pans© to the 199*5 
Burveillonco Item request and appeal# L'oe I think i wa;^ right# 

Tho ridiculouaneso of MXH>t dosigiiatlng me to fivt* dirferent oank Koubery 

files in June of 1970 was overwhelming and funny, which blocked further thought until 
tho Chi{sgers* Revenge# 

Those are two kresl tJob^- the Fiiil tried t6 pjx^ on ths Rays# Eciit Libiirty snd hsrp-dnsirv# 
Both gn John, East *^berty only on Jerry in the KBCa’b notion# Now ^ - as of then? 

How could the FBI mw with any Bay in 6/70 i l*d not met any# X*d not been 

in touch with Jimmy or John at all# 3l!T, 1 Iwi befin luiariAg fror- Jerry, u:id long, 
reverse phone calls# liowcve?*, I never wet Jerry uiitil aftor I first Diet Jjinny, w.^iich 
was about It wais tho of the week after the February 1971 hearing before 

Judge Williams in hccphj.s. 

I don't think I uvon heard frcwri ‘'chr. or til nhcrtly bifen^e I vent to Aveuv’orlh 
in 5/72 on tho haueas corpus work# 

Wc have n letter from Shea in wiiich us 1 recall he says we were n^ivor the tarifjet 
of any FBI tap ing or bug^djig, according to the FBI's indices , Ky reply is that tho 
indices little, t>u.t all the dirty wor:c is liildeii iu the field offices, detach- 
ing and I said other things about the obvious evasions# This vhol^ thing in 

so utterly ridiculous 1 think you may want to include it in your AlGmorandum to tho 
Court you will file with tlie affil^ivit ulront finish ^.1 rc:adi.*iA* correcting*# 

1 don't think any judge will bejieve that filing me in connection with a;iy ^^ 03 ' and 
more in cormectiem wj.tJi tlxeir conjoctured involvement in those two bank robborieo - in 
igyg • is addid»mtal ana I thiiBc of no oasis except as the r^-foult of surveillance on 
comuunicat on between Jerry orjd too. 

lou may not remember It but thore came a time when Jerry told me tliat tlie FBI was 
going around tryinc: to get people to say iis had been involved in banic robboiloe# Kie 
younger kvoicaa ha brouglic here frou Bt# **'oulu after Tlay, iUionda '^ibsoii, is one so 
question^yQ, (Kie iioune aseaseina haa mr Co\ai va tho ‘ih<wlwc*ni£n wh.3ii a3ie vai*. br4r«;ly 
moro than a 1CX) lb or less teen agei^#It was to enable him to be prepared that I asked 
Bud's help for Jerr^’ und Bud aiyroed to arvan^;a for *-^t# L counsel if Jerry nodded it, etc# 
It was all about th;*t tjjne# Bud's n.^cordc msy provido a dale, il’ yen auk Crjvjeri# Line 
will be too liard to searcli but I can do it# 

I don't t'lnic it wilJ be aioy for the FBI to give th*.‘ judge any crvdi.bje or.plenation 
of t^li8 1970 linking oi ina and ti«# nay brothers eind those two bonl: hiesto without 
involving Bor^e fora of p'jrv?illaace. So lon^: .after Uh.t guilty ;Iea, too# 

You may want to keep iri mind tliat tMe is kh‘» way in wliich I arranged for the new 
Ray defense, the one in which you and I eliredded tlieir entire ca^*!e a,‘ 5 Ednst ‘^immy, evon 
if licRae held guilt or fciinoccnoe to be irrelevant# 



Remojnb^-r also tljat the FBI has nevor said that we wezr^ not c^irveilied# Otily that 
you imd I wero .xot Xe.rj:^\ed hy ths Fi^i adcor llng to th.tlr inclicea ^ sone of what I meant 
in chrxactcrisirif; Liieui ao e^ef.ivo oi t}JLs Iten. 

I am not alaar ou idU'theT Jcr^y had ever gone to aoo Btoner hy then or hud gone 
to work for/live with him by then, iky reoonoction is that I won then he-^oring from 
Jenr from iit. -^uia. 

The j^redoaie job vas l// 0 . iaddorda the day of tlie UQ Itr to Springfield, 
6/11/70. Uberty IO/17/6S. 

Superficially this laay appear to bet tenuous. In an FOla caao, where the questions 
relate to searches, oomplianoes and evasive reaponocn that are not in tenas ol* the 
request and because it is bo lugubrious and more because we lone nothing if C/reen 
is not iiitei^istt^d I think ww ohould raise this. 

\rj.ll bo clxdjciiig lurti^il suaaiaiy Judgeijieiit with all sorts of etffidavits. We 
have «J.d all cdong t\w 5 it ovr,n with cor/tplnta ooiiipli.. nee vith hlTdlXi xx^cords coaiiplianoe 
with the retiuest is impossible. Hors you have Boy records that wore withhttd until 
i.fter t}io ai'oanijina closed up ou ttJidir public licarings under a really ancient 
request and a docrejit appeal, re|* 5 ardlcss of vhetlior under PA or .^lA. Thoni in 
relevance In this case because thin is part of their Ray file squirrelled away 
in a 91 file. Where they are lost in any d^^nials is In the dj:,dejclTu:. The records liad 
to hav.^ Buri'oeod on any eeeroh. (You can have noiac fun with an intlexed but not recorded 
recoi*d and thow in the dead and do— no— file flics* One of iMsu those briugs to now 
life aji old Vc'ud'* fiio in It will apj^fiar tiiat these ar^? dovioea for being able 
to avoid complinnoe,as they are. Why not rofjord records? W}iy h.iW2 "dead" rilcB tliat 
are alive, an when they open a -‘now" "dead" file rind file h\ ao-no-fllw filos? 

Tlio juc'gu, if you do Lliiti, will alio awe Uiat t>«»y indexed Pie over a letter to 
the editor polating to *uhe iixong of a local college prox'essor l*ve never met. What 
bttsinea: is this of t?)e I'Jil? tilm ii»dex it? why i*t not pivluuea long ago when it 
was indexed? ilo exemption was or is olaiiced. •^ust withh/ild. Again withholding of the 
agent* u name, which I*ve ridj.cilled to fJhoa. (/jad he was involved in Uuit caper with his 
son(s). It made t’ © local pap© 3 ? 3 . So "piivacy" for him - wj.th his phono listiiir pub- 
lished?) 

It is not by accident that i didn't ask 2 hea for the refer<??nced BrJLtiiuore letter, 
Fii’st let us sec if he gets it on his own, ^ he doesn't we can ask him to trace all 
of t is. IM Ul'e to if he dooc it vplimtrdrily, without prodding?, ?md makes tlie 
light kthd of check, But we want to remember if he doesn t. 

You'll gft this befoiN:: you get the aiTldavit so think it over, 1*11 finish o:dting 
the affidavit thin n.m. 



Me and Mcredosia! 



